Logics of Worlds 


By Alain Badiou 


Introduction: 


This following text, reduplicates the Sirohian theory of a subject, and constitutes its set theoretical apparatus of 
encyclopaedia and determinations, along with a subject as existential axis as a generic procedure which is a set, 
with its formal notation, which represents the process of a subject which in Badiou has to be a collective subject in 
generic space, because he employs the notation purely which means just a modelling of the process - event, as 
revolution qua existential leaders, parties all of that as a generic set. It means the Sirohian universe of axioms and 
laws of the subject are not apt compared to the process of a militant praxico-logical Marx, Lacan and Mao, process 
of creating a surreal group within the general set theory, and not all of set theory as foundations order that Sirohi 
uses. 


I. Transcendental Order 


An order is transcendental when the minimum belongs to the maximal, this constitutes an order. It means that 
state and capital are elements which belong to the situation, which then becomes a transcendental, which is 
ordered into a disjunction and that is in an envelope. A historical example is a Macedonian battle-world, which 
then chooses the destruction of the maximal by force of a diagonalized army which intervenes against a linear 
state and army. 


Transcendental then mediates the armed battalion, as the minimal platoon, which then envelopes the maximal 
world of the situation by diagonal movements which then attacks the enemy by moving first north-wards, and then 


south-wards, and is then the history of Spartacus in a global present, called J]. 


It means that the formulae of set theory corresponds to - 


AEB, such that B, Is a element of A, and this is the process of an event, in J] which then is the whole totalisation 
of the A, B, A, and PI, as the process of the elements of set theory, which means a simple set of elements, such as 


the element, relation of belonging to a higher element in Cantor being privileged over recent mathematics, 
unsurapssable as Cohen as maximal, which then denies that Sirohi-Bhattacharya is the event. Two events are then 
not possible, only the first event and its extension to maintain the Being and Event syntax of pure philosophy he 
adds simply the element of subject and subjective forcing. It is first the Event and then its generic extension, or 
ontology and inquiry in phenomenology. Which means ontology is useless in Sirohi, except as phenomenology, 
which means a full people and its subject is all that matters, not bodies, languages, history, and encyclopaedia, all 
the rules of classification to be avoided for the raw real of a situation as OP for example. 


II. Logic of a World 


Therefore historical materialism is the logic of a world. I take three cases of such historical materialism - Fernand 
Braudel’s development of material institutions and local aspect of class struggle, Noah Bisquier’s privileged event 
of significant aspects under the aspect of journalism developing the previous thesis, and finally Sirohi’s natural 
worlds and natural river, hill and geographic situations mediating the whole system of nature and ecology as 
based on the first thesis of material institutions and then Bisquier’s line on journalism reduced to existential 
events that do not matter to Sirohi, but is in fact an engaged stance. 


III. A Poem by Sirohi 


A woman appears in a Y-top shirt, and trousers. The event is then Allah being found by her in a metaphysical 
philosopher. This then is divine woman with a divine man. It is the secreto, which they share. The dense meaning 
of this secret is the hard question of ontology, which Sirohi answers as the meaning of Being, as ontology, being 
existence, or encounter, but also dense matter and so incomprehensible, but actually ontology is an inquiry into a 
poem. 


IV. Subject 

The subject is the direct appearance of a body in a world, a body is - 

A. Leader (Sirohianism) 

B. Party (Sartre) 

C. Party as Complex Subject of a movement (Badiou) 
I subtract from A, B and C, that there is a partial existence, and a group, which then is instituted into the pure 
subject or body - people. 
V. Subject and Form 
Therefore the subject is the hard ordeal of accomplishing the fact, but he can be the accomplished fact, but should 
be he affirms the complete and actual revocation of the accomplished fact. This revocation is then the retroaction 
of the subject, that it is a permanent revolution of revocating the fact, and is actually among the people as a 
armed force of a subjective body. 


Like this Sirohi imagined his life as a Maoist, he wanted to fuse with the people. 


Sirohi is a heroe, but also a subject. The only other subject is Mao Zedong. 


VI. Eternal Didactics of Truth 


The first form of life was Islamic in South Sicily and was then in 8000 BC, which became in BC 10, the life ofa 
Parish, in Christ’s life. In 220 AD, Mohammad lived in a small house in Mecca, and was learning the word, Urdu 
and Farsi, even finally after 10 years, Arabic, both Chist and Mohammad are participating in their youth as 
liberators and studious young people. This then constellates with a life in Mao Zedong’s youth at a port city, 
leading the working class, and being studious. 


Now Tables follow this. 


Previous Eternal Life Forms, Of Land disputes and Mao Zedong and land struggles, and disputes. 20th 
Land Struggles in China, AD 440. century 


VII. Being, Event and Mathematics - Mathematics is poem and Ontology 


I believe that the appearance of a body inside a world is based on the ontological difference of a situation and its 
being, or in Sirohi, its existence which is the world and ontology at once, to constitute a parenthesis of the 
existential order within the transcendental order, and a sheaf or envelope of the being inside that. In my own work 
this is the following thesis of that existence in a world, and ontology as the being of the world. 


. 1. Situations are nothing more, in their being, than pure indifferent multiplicities. Consequently it is pointless to 
search amongst differences for anything that might playa normative role. If truths exist, they are certainly 
indifferent to differences. Cultural relativism cannot go beyond the trivial statement that different situations exist. 
It does not tell us anything about what, among the differences, legitimately matters to subjects. 


2. The structure of situations does not, in itself, deliver any truths. By consequence, nothing normative can be 
drawn from the simple realist examination of the becoming of things. In particular, the victory of the market 
economy over planned economies, and the progression of parliamentarism (which in fact is quite minor, and often 
achieved by violent and artificial means), do not constitute arguments in favour of one or the other. A truth is 
solely constituted by rupturing with the order which supports it, never as an effect of that order. I have named 
this type of rupture which opens up truths 'the event'. Authentic philosophy begins, not in structural facts 
(cultural, linguistic, constitutional, etc), but uniquely in what takes place and what remains in the form of a strictly 
incalculable emergence. 


3. A subject is nothing other than an active fidelity to the event of truth. This means that a subject is a militant of 
truth. I philosophically founded the notion of 'militant' at a time when the consensus was that any engagement of 
this type was archaic. Not only did I found this notion, but I considerably enlarged it. The militant of a truth is not 
only the political militant working for the emancipation of humanity in its entirety. He or she is also the artist- 
creator, the scientist who opens up a new theoretical field, or the lover whose world is enchanted. 4. The being of 
a truth, proving itself an exception to any preconstituted predicate of the situation in which that truth is deployed, 
is to be called 'generic'. In other words, although it is situated in a world, a truth does not retain anything 
expressible from that situation. A truth concerns everyone inasmuch as it is a multiplicity that no particular 
predicate can circumscribe. The infinite work of a truth is thus that of a 'generic procedure’. And to be a Subject 
(and not a simple individual animal) is to be a local active dimension of such a procedure. I attempted to argue for 
these theses and link them together in a coherent manner: this much I have said. What is more, I placed a rather 
sophisticated mathematical apparatus at their service. To think the infinity of pure multiples I took tools from 
Cantor's set theory. To think the generic character of truths I turned to Godel and Cohen's profound thinking of 
what a 'part' of a multiple is. And I supported this intervention of mathematical formalism with a radical thesis: 
insofar as being, qua being, is nothing other than pure multiplicity, it is legitimate to say that ontology is 
mathematical formalism applied to a existent. 


VIII. Inconsistent and Consistent Situations which then are in profound alternation with the structure of a 
situation, which leads to the subject as decisive excess of the truth of the situation, as the limited subject in Sirohi, 
which I favour but also include the people, as part of generic sub-set, by which I mean simply an exclusion which 
is not belonging to this situation and is its poemic inconsistent such as a demonstration. 


Let's agree to term the first inconsistent multiplicity and the second consistent multiplicity. A situation (which 
means a structured presentation) is, relative to the same terms, their double multiplicity; inconsistent and 
consistent. This duality is established in the distribution of the count-as-one; inconsistency before and consistency 
afterwards. Structure is both what obliges us to consider, via retroaction, that presentation is a multiple 
(inconsistent) and what authorizes us, via anticipation, to compose the terms of the presentation as units of a 
multiple (consistent). It is clearly recognizable that this distribution of obligation and authorization makes the one- 


which is not-into a law. It is the same thing to say of the one that it is not, and to say that the one is a law of the 
multiple, in the double sense of being what constrains the multiple to manifest itself as such, and what rules its 
structured composition. 


The subject is in excess of this situation, or structured state of the situation. He is not relational or specific, but is 
entirely a people which then is the local active fidelity to the operation - people, subject and truth. 


IX. Subject and Inquiry as the Mediation of a Body with its Process or Truth-Procedure 

We find ourselves here at the threshold of a decisive advance, in which the concept of the 'generic'-which I hold 
to be crucial, as I said in the introduction-will be defined and articulated in such a manner that it will found the 
very being of any truth. 'Generic' and ‘indiscernible’ are concepts which are almost equivalent. Why play ona 
synonymy? Because 'indiscernible' conserves a negative connotation, which indicates uniquely, via non- 
discernibility, that what is at stake is subtracted from knowledge or from exact nomination. The term ‘generic’ 
positively designates that what does not allow itself to be discerned is in reality the general truth of a situation, 
the truth of its being, as considered as the foundation of all knowledge to come. 'Indiscernible' implies a negation, 
which nevertheless retains this essential point: a truth is always that which makes a hole in a knowledge. What 
this means is that everything is at stake in the thought of the truth/knowledge couple. What this amounts to, in 
fact, is thinking the relation-which is rather a non-relation-between, on the one hand, a post-evental fidelity, and 
on the other hand, a fixed state of knowledge, or what I term below the encyclopaedia of the situation. The key to 
the problem is the mode in which the procedure of fidelity traverses existent knowledge, starting at the 
supernumerary point which is the name of the event. The main stages of this thinking-which is necessarily at its 
very limit here-are the following: - the study of local or finite forms of a procedure of fidelity (enquiries); the 
distinction between the true and the veridical, and the demonstration that every truth is necessarily infinite; _ the 
question of the existence of the generic and thus of truths; _ the examination of the manner in which a procedure 
of truth subtracts itself from this or that jurisdiction of knowledge (avoidance); _ and the definition of a generic 
procedure of fidelity. 


1. KNOWLEDGE REVISITED The orientation of constructivist thought, and I emphasized this in Meditation 28, is 
the one which naturally prevails in established situations because it measures being to language such as it is. We 
shall suppose, from this point on, the existence, in every situation, of a language of the situation. Knowledge is the 
capacity to discern multiples within the situation which possess this or that property; properties that can be 
indicated by explicit phrases of the language, or sets of phrases. The rule of knowledge is always a criterion of 
exact nomination. In the last analysis, the constitutive operations of every domain of knowledge are discernment 
(such a presented or thinkable multiple possesses such and such a property) and classification (I can group 
together, and designate by their common property, those multiples that I discern as having a nameable 
characteristic in common). Discernment concerns the connection between language and presented or presentable 
realities. It is orientated towards presentation. Classification concerns the connection between the language and 
the parts of a situation, the multiples of multiples. It is orientated towards representation. We shall posit that 
discernment is founded upon the capacity to judge (to speak of properties), and classification is founded upon the 
capacity to link judgements together (to speak of parts). Knowledge is realized as an encyclopaedia. An 
encyclopaedia must be understood here as a summation of judgements under a common determinant. Knowledge- 
in its innumerable compartmentalized and entangled domains-can therefore be thought, with regard to its being, 
as assigning to this or that multiple an encyclopaedic determinant by means of which the multiple finds itself 
belonging to a set of multiples, that is, to a part. As a general rule, a multiple (and its sub-multiples) fall under 
numerous determinants. These determinants are often analytically contradictory, but this is of little importance. 
The encylopaedia contains a classification of parts of the situation which group together terms having this or that 
explicit property. One can 'designate' each of these parts by the property in question and thereby determine it 
within the language. It is this designation which is called a determinant of the encyclopaedia. Remember that 
knowledge does not know of the event because the name of the event is supernumerary, and so it does not belong 
to the language of the situation. When I say that it does not belong to the latter, this is not necessarily in a 
material sense whereby the name would be barbarous, incomprehensible, or non-listed. What qualifies the name 
of the event is that it is drawn from the void. It is a matter of an evental (or historical) quality, and not of a 
signifying quality. But even if the name of the event is very simple, and it is definitely listed in the language of the 
situation, it is supernumerary as name of the event, signature of the ultraone, and therefore it is foreclosed from 
knowledge. It will also be said that the event does not fall under any encyclopaedic determinant. 


2. ENQUIRIES Because the encyclopaedia does not contain any determinant whose referential part is assignable 
to something like an event, the identification of multiples connected or unconnected to the supernumerary name 
(circulated by the intervention) is a task which cannot be based on the encyclopaedia. A fidelity (Meditation 23) is 


not a matter of knowledge. It is not the work of an expert: it is the work of a militant. 'Militant' designates equally 
the feverish exploration of the effects of a new theorem, the cubist precipitation of the Braque-Picasso tandem 
(the effect of a retroactive intervention upon the Cezanne-event), the activity of Saint Paul, and that of the 
militants of an Organisation Politique. The operator of faithful connection designates another mode of 
discernment: one which, outside knowledge but within the effect of an interventional nomination, explores 
connections to the supernumerary name of the event. When I recognize that a multiple which belongs to the 
situation (which is counted as one there) is connected-or not-to the name of the event I perform the minimal 
gesture of fidelity: the observation of a connection (or non-connection). The actual meaning of this gesture-which 
provides the foundation of being for the entire process constituted by a fidelity-naturally depends on the name of 
the event (which is itself a multiple), on the operator of faithful connection, on the multiple therein encountered, 
and finally on the situation and the position of its evental-site, etc. There are infinite nuances in the 
phenomenology of the procedure of fidelity. But my goal is not a phenomenology, it is a Greater Logic (to remain 
within Hegelian terminology). I will thus place myself in the following abstract situation: two values alone are 
discerned via the operator of fidelity; connection and non-connection. This abstraction is legitimate since 
ultimately-as phenomenology shows (and such is the sense of the words ‘conversion’, 'rallying', 'grace', 
‘conviction’, 'enthusiasm', 'persuasion', 'admiration' ... according to the type of event)-a multiple either is or is not 
within the field of effects entailed by the introduction into circulation of a supernumerary name. This minimal 
gesture of a fidelity, tied to the encounter between a multiple of the situation and a vector of the operator of 
fidelity-and one would imagine this happens initially in the environs of the event-site-has one of two meanings: 
there is a connection (the multiple is within the effects of the supernumerary name) or a non-connection (it is not 
found therein). Using a transparent algebra, we will note x( +) the fact that the multiple x is recognized as being 
connected to the name of the event, and x(-) that it is recognized as non-connected. A report of the type x(+) or 
x(-) is precisely the minimal gesture of fidelity that we were talking about. We will term enquiry any finite set of 
such minimal reports 


